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APPENDIX B 

Til K. FBI AND TIIK 1 )KMTI(ll(rriON OF TIIK OhWAU) NOTH 

III early July 197ft, u Dallas newsman mot willi former FBI Special 
Agcnt-in-CImrgo for Dallas, ,1. (Jordon Shunklin. The newsimui in- 
formed Slum Ic lin that an unidentified source lmd told him that Lee 
Harvey Oswald had visited the FIU office in Dallas sometime prior to 
the assassination and had left a threatening note for Special Agent 
James Ilosly, who had been conducting the FBI investigation of 
Oswald. The newsman stated that neit her Os wnld’s visit, nor the note, 
were reported to FBI Headquarters officials. Slmnklin suggested that 
the newsman contact Deputy Associate Director Janies Adams at FBI 
Headquarters. 1 

On July 7, 197. r >, the newsman met in Washington, D.C., with Adams 
and Director Kelley and informed them of these allegations. The At- 
torney (tiMteml was advised on .Inly H, 197ft, that the Bureau intended 
to conduct an inquiry regarding these allegations. 2 Later that day, 
Director Kelley held a conference with Adams, Slmnklin, the Head* 
quarters agent assigned to the assassination case, the Assistant Direc- 
tor in charge of the Inspection Division, and the Dallas SAC. The 
Assistant Director in charge of the Inspection Division was assigned 
personal responsibility for directing the FBI inquiry of the cir- 
cutnstancoH surrounding the delivery and duplication of the note. 3 

The Bureau’s initial file review failed to develop any information 
indicating that Oswald had ever visited the FBI field office in Dallas 
or that he had left a note. 4 PHI interviews with personnel assigned to 
tlio Dallas field office in 19(111 established that : 

(1) Leo Harvey Oswald did visit the office some two or 
th roe weeks prior to the assassi nation ; 

(2) Oswald asked to see SA James Hosty, and upon being 
informed that he was not in, left, a note for Hosty ; and 

(3) the note was destroyed after the assassination. 5 

The evidence developed by the Bureau contained sharp conflicts. 
The investigation failed to establish : 

( 1 ) whether the note was threatening in nature ; and 

(2) at whose instruction the note was destroyed. 

Rather than attempting to draw conclusions from an evidentiary 
record replete with factual discrepancies, the Committee has decided 
l.o set forth in summary fashion the evidence developed by the Bureau 
and the committee, highlighting those areas where discrepancies 
exist. 


1 .T. (Gordon Slmnklin testimony, 12/10/75, p. 10. 

• Memorandum from the Director, FBI, to the Attorney General 7/29/75. 

• Ibid. 

4 Memorandum from the Director, FBI to the Attorney General, 7/20/75. 
•/bid. 
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The Wording of the Note 

Approximately one week or ten days prior to November 22, 1963, 
Lee Harvey Oswald appeared at the reception desk in the Dallas 
Held office, and asked to see Special Agent James Ilosty. After being 
informed tlial lie was not available, Oswald left an envelope with 
a note inside for Ilosty. The envelope was unsealed and the note was 
partly visible. According tot ho receptionists, the note reud os follows: 

Let this be a warning. I will blow up the FHI and the Dallas 
Police Department if you don’t stop bothering my wife. 
•Signed — Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Sometime later in the day the receptionists personally gave the note 
to TTosty.® 

Ilosty recalled the note’s wording as: 

If you have anything you want to learn about me, come 
talk to me directly. If you don’t cease bothering my wife, 

I will take appropriate action and report this to proper 
authorities. 7 

Hosty’s supervisor said he recalled that the note contained some 
kind of threat , but could not rememlie.r specifics. 8 

Aside from the receptionist , Agent Ilosty, and the supervisor, no 
one cl si', interviewed by the Fill recalled having seen the note. Some 
other individuals indicated that from conversations they had had 
with the receptionist after the assassination, they understood that the 
note contained a threat. 

Circu7)istanc(i8 Suri'oundvng the Destruction of the Note 

After muling the note, Hosty placed it in his workbox, where it 
remained until the day of the assassination. On the day of the assassi- 
nation, Ilosty participated in an interview of Oswald at the Dallas 
Police Department. When be returned to the field office, about an hour 
later, Ilosty was called into Shanklin’s office where he met with his 
supervisor mid Shanklin. Olio of them displayed the note and asked 
Ilosty to explain its contents. 8 llosly told them he had interviewed 
Marina Oswald at the residence of Uuth Paine on November 1, 1963. 
According U> Ilosty, during the pimLassaHHi nation interview at the 
Dallas Police Department, Oswald commented that Ilosty was the 
FBI agent who bad liotherud bis wife, and Unit if the agent wanted 
to know something about Oswald, he should have come and talked to 
Oswald himself. 10 

According to Ilosty, Shanklin ordered him to prepan* a memoran- 
dum detailing facts pertaining to the note and his interview with 
Marina Oswald and Uuth Paine. Ilosty testified that he did prepare 
such a memorandum and delivered it to Shanklin on the evening of 
November 22, 19G3. 11 


• Affidavit of receptionist, 7/1.1/75. 

7 Affidavit of JnroeH P. Hosty, Jr., 7/17/75. 

• Affidavit of supervisor, 9/8/75. ...... 

The supervisor stated that the note was on plain paper, was either hand- 

writ ten or handprinted, and was threatening In nature. 

• Hosty affidavit, 7/17/75 ; Ilosty, 12/13/75, p. 147. 

M Ilosty affidavit, 9/22/75 ; Hosty, 12/13/75, p. 148. 
u Hosty. 12/13/75, p. 153. 
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Jlosly’s supervisor said that lie had found the note, in TTosty’s work- 
ho\ very soon after the assassination of President. Kennedy. lie stated 
(hilt, tie’ look the note to Sltnnkliids office, Iml. had no recollect ion of 
what, happened to the note or who may have had if I hereu fter. ,s 

According lo llosty, approximately two hours after Oswald had 
!k*cu pronounced dead on November 24, his supervisor told him that 
Shanklin wanted lo see, him. llosty testified that lie was instructed 
by Slmnklin to destroy both the note and the. November c 2‘2 memo- 
randum regarding it, and that he complied with these instructions. 
Shanklin denied any knowledge of Oswald’s visit to the Dallas Office 
and the note. He also maintained that lie did not. issue any orderVto 
destroy the note. Tu fact , Shanklin claimed that he had no knowledge 
of this ent ire matter until July 1975. 14 

The personnel assigned lo the Dallas Office in November 19G3, do 
not. know whether anyone at. FRI Headquarters was ever informed of 
the Oswald visit, note, or Hitlwequent events. However, William Sulli- 
van, who was an Assistant Director of the Bureau at the tirneof the as- 
sassi nation, has stated that he discussed the. Oswald case many times 
with Shanklin; and that Shanklin stated “lie had an internal prob- 
lem involving one. of his Agents who had received a threatening mes- 
sage from Oswald because the Agent was investigating Oswald. ’ Sul- 
livan recalls that Shanklin seemed disinclined to discuss the matter 
other than to say he was handling it as a personnel problem with As- 
sistant to the Director, John P. Mohr. 18 Mohr has denied under oath 
any knowledge of the not e or its dost ruction. 10 Similarly, each of the 
other living Ruiv.au officials in the chain of command of the two in- 
vestigative divisions which supervised the Kennedy assassination case 
furnished the Bureau witli a sworn statement denying any knowledge 
of this matter. 


“ Affidavit, of Supervisor, 9/15/75 

“llosty affidavit. 9/22/75 ; llosty, 12/13/75, p. 183. 0 . 

Deputy Associate FBI Director James B. Adnins tesflfled before the Sub- 
committee on Civil and Constitutional Rights of tin* House Committee on the 
Judiciary, 10/21/75, Lhnt the agent who destroyed the note did so to avoid 
embarrassment to the Bureau.” 

14 Shanklin affidavit, 9/24/75 ; Shanklin, 12/19/75, p. 10. 

However, a recently refin'd Kix'clal Agent, in an affidavit submitted to the 
Bureau, stated that he mentioned the note and the destruction to Shanklin while 
driving with him In a car In August 1074. (Social Agent affidavit, 7/23/70.) 

••Affidavit of William C. Sulllvun, 9/10/75; Staff interview of Sullivan, 

Sullivan added that he did not know whether other Headquarters officials were 
aware of the note, or that the note had been destroyed. 

“ Affidavit of John P. Mohr, 9/12/75. 
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